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Duis amendment.

that they could not especially be hurt as long as they
did not have to pav over 20$ of the total bill and there
1s under th1s the savings to the State wh1ch 1s badly
needed you might say, of over S1,200,000. We w1sh to
change it 1n the next fiscal year and go to the bas1s
of 12'> and 12«, that's someth1ns we could decide here
because t!>ese people !>uttin> 1n grants knew that th1s
very poss1blv was go1ng to be available this way but
I would Just like to reiterate the ! rants that we' re
talking about under this def1ciency bill, the people
knew when they put the grants 1n they were going to
have to pay at least 20 . and possiblv 2 >» on the bill
and I think when they do not have to pay over that
amount in this legislat1on,that it's proper.

PRESIDENT: Senator C l a r k .

SENATOR CLARK: Well I Just 11ke to support Senator
Simpson. That's exactly what we did in our budget
committee. The Governor had, as Senator 'tarvel sa1d,
obligated the State, actually allocating money which
he had no authority to do, at 124» and 124„ and we
did feel that 20» when all of those cities thought
it was going to be 25»», it st111 gives them a 5'g break,
and Just because they' ve drug their feet all this time,
I don't see there's any reason to penalize the other
c1ties that had th1s k1nd of money, orig1nally the 25g.

P RESIDENi: S e n a to r N o r e .

SENATOR NORE: !'!r. President, in reply to Senator
Simpson. He says that this would be a savings to the
State, 1t would be a savings at the expense of your
local government. The State also knew that there
they would have to put up 25$. Now they' re t r y 1 ng to
get by with a measly 5$. To me it's the most unfa1r
thing I' ve ever heard of.

PRESIDENT: Senator Stahmer. We' re still debat1ng the

SENATOR STAHNER: f!r. President and Nembers of the body.
I'd like to support my friend Senator Duis on his amend
ment and I echo what Senator Nore Just said.

PRESIDE?!T: Any further discussion of the Duis amendment?
Senator Duis, do you want to close on your amendment?
Senator Duis 1s c l o s1ng.

SENATOR DUIS: The only closing I have 1s that this amend
ment takes care of the allocation for LB 259 as well as
505 because we do not have 1n our statutes the percentage
of allocat1on that was left ent1rely out of the Pederal
allocat1on and that is the main reason for th1s amendment.

PRESIDE!!T: Senator Kelly. He was clos i ng . D o y o u have
a question of the Chair on order? Go ahead s1r .

SE!!ATOP. KELLY: Nr. President, I want to know the total
amount of money that's 1n as we are amended now.

PRESIDE!!T: Alright, Senator Duis, c an you g ive u s a n
ind1cation of the total amount of money as the b111 1s

SENA'i'OR DUIS: Sir, the total amount of the money is — that
I have here was according to the original b111 and I would
presume it's 42,300 and some odd thousand dollars (two million
and some odd thousand dollars) as requested in LB 505.

amended?


